TAXATIONS Property chesed with funds received under World wer
Compensation Act subjeet to State and County Taxation.
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Thie g;};amt agknowledges reveipt of your letter
of iowil 10, 1937, in whieh you request an opinlon ae o the
following Cooles

"One willism He Jo0ott, o dissbled wordd wer
vateran, reoccived eccrialn waﬁnmucm wnder Lhe
Ue Se Votersn iAot of 19284, whieh subsequenily
ganme in%o the hande of his guerdilian lugy Soott
of rFowersvilie, ldecouri. O“he evidently louned
s portion of whiils money taking o8 seourity &
nortysge oy forly sores of lend iu this county.
“he moPtgogor (¢ not pay, shd tho BOPLESEE Was
foreclosed, title resting in willian He So0tt,

dililam I, Seott died cbhout four yearys ngo and
over 6 yesr ago lis brother Hurry Te So0tt took
this forty seres o7 land a8 his distributive sthare
of the deocessed vetorann®s ostute.

The gaapdisn of wililienm i1, ~“eott paid taXes on
nis estate Tor sozxmetine, Wit diseoverod & few yenra
ago tht 1t wag exempted Jronm taxes Ly the veleruls
aot and eeaned to pay taxes., Tho asroseor and ooulty
eourt raised tho question of texetion us the veteran
died and the lend is now owned by Horry Te Zoott,
o of oourse received no veturens conpensation.

I gave 4t se ny opinion thet the land iz now subleot
to toxes, tut I would like to have your opinion tleg.

it does weom to me thoet Af & veterun dies his
ool te, eval in the hands of a distributee, woull not
be perpetually exempt from taxes,

ivoe 200%t osked 17 sheo could yecover the
tanes paid before she found out of the
exctiptione . Wid her I dfd not think she could.
Is this corroot? *



Hre Ve Co O8O, JTe == April 16, 1007,

There is no question but thot Congreas intonded to so
surround the fund received undexr the Yordd ey Compehsation Aot
with protection thet coreditors cannot tuke it awey frrom the
depandonts, In other worde, the thought beocne developed among
atater and notions that for the good of nunkind the: e are iust noes
when 1% is best thot oreditors (o unpaid in order that certain
individuals in soolety may liave a partioular source of income
dediontoed to personal or fanlly sustonance, maintensiice und
enjoyment, Andrews v. Dank, 219 li, Ve 62.

owever, thls exemption, at levst as Lo taxation,
censes if other property be purchased for the Jorld ay Veteranu's
use with money received undor the iote A ¢cose precisely in point
ie thnt of State ve iright (Ada,) 140 So, OO84. in thet case cortein
land wne ased by the guardian of a disabled soldicr with moley
reccived thoe guardian andcey the 7orldd Wer Cowpensaijon set for
the use and meintensnce of s«id soldliere The mardisn refused to
pay any taxes on this prng:rty and the quesiion wos finally preeented
to the "upreme Cour: of Aladbuma, whorein 4t was holds

® SRemsriaw 4t 10 cleor that the exemption *™eees
does not extend %o privatoly owned property pure
chesed ~ith money arieing from such sources and
wiiah wog at the time of the purchase within the
Jurdsdiction of the state ahd subjeot to its powers
of taxatiol. s e

The Judgnment here ie ithat the lJands iun
question wore not exenpt from taxution by the
stute snd County of Marsholl ***tsemsuslees, »

In view of the forcgolng, it is the opinion of this depart-
melit that ‘he propurty now 3 laryy Te Soott uld originally
ouned by William I, Scott, o disabled orld ar Vetoran, is
subjoot to taxation by the stote and county regardlecss of the feot
that the property was asquired by William I, Soott by neuns of
cortain compensation received by him wnder the United Stutes
Vetoran's Lot of 1024,

Hespeotfully subnittoed,

JUIAT T TNTTIIdTy Jley ABSLSGORE
attorney Cenerol,




